ABSTRACT. The current procedural process for family court litigants in Arizona aggravates the ability of domestic violence victims to safely and quickly obtain custody, parenting time and support orders. Thus, the process should be modified to allow for an expedited route when domestic violence issues are present. There is a legislative presumption in Arizona that equal parenting time is in the best interest of minor children. While family court litigants with domestic violence issues can rebut this presumption, it requires a fact-finding process that normally occurs during an evidentiary hearing, which is generally scheduled thirty days after the initiation of an action. This extensive waiting period not only inhibits the court's ability to enter timely orders with respect to custody and parenting time, but also frustrates the ability of domestic violence victims to protect themselves and their children while they await their day in court. This article proposes the creation of a new procedural process for cases that give rise to a presumption that domestic violence issues are present. Specifically, it is recommended that courts implement an initial screening process to identify cases involving domestic violence. Once identified, these cases would proceed through an expedited evidentiary process so that safety-centered orders concerning custody, parenting time, and support are accomplished quickly. Additionally, it is recommended that all cases involving domestic violence be assigned an advocate to assist the victim in navigating the judicial system, creating a safety plan, and ascertaining services and other resources needed to survive.
Introduction
Arizona's current procedural process in the family court aggravates the ability of domestic violence victims to safely and quickly obtain custody, 2 parenting time, and support orders. The process should be modified to allow for an expedited route when domestic violence issues are present. There is a legislative presumption in Arizona that equal parenting time is in the best interest of minor children. Although family court litigants with domestic violence issues can rebut this presumption, it requires a fact-finding process (normally occurring through an evidentiary hearing), which is generally scheduled thirty days after the initiation of an action.
This extensive waiting period not only inhibits the court's ability to enter timely orders with respect to custody and parenting time, but also frustrates the ability of DV victims to protect themselves and their children while they await their sought after day in court. Thus, even when a victim of domestic violence manages to flee her 3 abuser, re-victimization may occur when she attempts to receive help through the family court.
For example, imagine the story of a woman with four young children. 4 This woman has cerebral palsy and is confined to a wheelchair. Her husband has been diagnosed with AIDS.
This family survives on a poverty-level income, and there is no familial or other support system available in times of need. Father is physically, mentally, verbally, and emotionally abusive to both mother and the children. Mother applied for and was granted an order of protection.
However, a few days later the court held a hearing (pursuant to father's request), and the order of protection was dismissed because mother failed to appear out of her fear to confront father.
Mother then filed a petition for dissolution of marriage and requested emergency, ex-parte temporary orders for custody and parenting time. 5 Her emergency request was denied and the court scheduled a temporary orders hearing for approximately one month later. Father refused to leave the residence. Mother had nowhere to go, no financial resources, and no legal representation.
Father was served with the documents mother filed a few days later. That evening Father . My specific word choice in no way minimizes the rate of occurrence, or effects of domestic violence, on men and transgendered individuals. 4 While based upon a true story, certain facts have been changed and names omitted to protect confidentiality. I assisted with this case and was substantially involved in it while employed at an Arizona family law firm as lead paralegal. The case initiated in 2009 and was ongoing until the latter part of 2011. 5 Mother also requested exclusive possession of the marital residence and a suspension of any parenting time father may have been entitled to because of the existence of domestic violence. If her request would have been granted, she would have been afforded similar relief to that available through an Order of Protection.
report this incident to the police out of fear that father would harm the children. Mother did not re-apply for an order of protection, as she feared father's retaliation. Mother did not re-apply for an emergency ex-parte custody order because she believed she would once again be denied. For the next month mother endured repeated acts of violence by father, and the children were caught in the middle.
Unfortunately, this situation may have turned out differently if the family court had immediately processed mother's request for emergency temporary orders solely based upon the inference that domestic violence issues were present (gleaned from the facts as presented in her underlying petition). Even if the court believed that the evidence presented could not sustain the issuance of an ex-parte custody order, access to an expedited temporary orders process could have afforded mother relief similar to that obtained through an order of protection and father's due process rights would have been preserved. 6 Essentially, the court could have granted mother (and the children) the ability to avoid the repeated abuse that they suffered during that monthlong wait.
This article addresses flaws within the current procedural framework as it relates to domestic violence victims and their ability to secure immediate custody and support orders.
7 Particular focus will be given to the length of time it takes DV victims to appear and be heard.
More specifically, this article proposes for the creation of a new procedural route for DV cases, which includes implementation of an initial screening process to identify these types of matters. 6 A temporary order for legal decision making (custody) and parenting time can include orders for occupancy of the marital residence, child support, supervised parenting time, suspension of parenting time, and other orders that would be necessary in addressing the immediate needs of domestic violence victims. See ARIZ.R.FAM.L.P. 47. See also, ARIZ.REV.STAT. ANN. § 25-404 (2013) . 7 This article does not address those situations where victims are successful in obtaining emergency orders of protection and other ex-parte orders granting them custody and parenting time rights. The focus of this Article is on those circumstances where emergency protective and other custody orders have either not been pursued by the victim or were denied by the court.
Once identified, these cases would proceed down an expedited evidentiary process allowing safety-centered orders to be entered quickly and safety planning and resource referral to ensue.
Part I examines the current procedural process in Arizona custody litigation matters and the statutory presumptions that arise when domestic violence issues are present. Part II explores the problems associated with the existing process and the barriers that victims of domestic violence face when attempting to navigate the family court process. Finally, Part III makes recommendations for a more efficient approach within the family court when DV victims require orders relating to custody and parenting time of their children.
I. ARIZONA CHILD CUSTODY STATUTES AND PROCEDURAL PROCESS

A. Legal Decision-Making (Custody) and Parenting Time Statutes
As Judge Cardozo noted in 1925, "The Chancellor in exercising his jurisdiction upon petition does not proceed upon the theory that the petitioner, whether father or mother, has a cause of action against the other or indeed against anyone. He acts as parens patriae to what is best for the interests of the child." 8 In Arizona, primary consideration in custody cases is the welfare of the child. 9 When courts undertake the task of determining what is in the best interest of a child, certain factors are weighed, 10 but the court's analysis under the Best Interest Standard always begins with the presumption that both parents are entitled to share legal decision-making authority for their child. 11 However, a parent denied either sole or joint legal decision-making status is still entitled to reasonable parenting time to ensure that the minor child has substantial, frequent, meaningful (2013) and continuing contact with that parent. 12 In fact, the Court begins its analysis regarding parenting time on the presumption that any schedule adopted should maximize both mother's and father's time with the child. 13 On the other hand, if the court finds (after a hearing) that parenting time would endanger the child's physical, mental, moral, or emotional health, the court has the ability to restrict or even deny parenting time.
14 Of course, the entire process of determining custody and parenting time orders requires a fact-finding process that can only occur through an evidentiary hearing. Evidentiary Hearings regarding the issuance of temporary orders are supposed to occur within thirty days after the petition is filed, but a period of up to sixty days or more may transpire before a hearing is actually held. 15 Problematically, prior to adjudication on the merits parties find themselves essentially on equal (legal) footing with regard to custody and parenting time issues, regardless of whether domestic violence is present.
B. Domestic Violence Statutory Presumptions in Arizona
If the court determines that significant acts of domestic violence have occurred, the presumption in favor of joint legal decision-making authority is supposed to disappear. In its place, a rebuttable presumption that an award of custody to the offending parent is not in the best Issues of domestic violence are supposed to be taken very seriously in child custody matters. This is evinced by the presumption and burden-shifting components that trigger when DV findings are made by the court. Nevertheless, for the court to make such findings, an evidentiary hearing must occur. Because there is no expedited or other special procedural route for litigants experiencing domestic violence issues, the traditional route associated with all child custody litigation matters must be followed. As a result, DV victims face a waiting period of potentially thirty to sixty days before they can appear before a judge and present evidence supporting their request to limit the offending parent's access to the children.
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C. Procedural Process for Custody Litigation Matters in Arizona
Currently, when family court litigants initiate proceedings involving custody, parenting time, or support, they are required to file several documents outlining the nature of their proceeding, the general issues, and their request for relief. Pro Se litigants can obtain instruction packets regarding the procedure for service of process, after which the time begins to run for opposing party to appear and respond. request mediation, temporary orders, or elect to wait until the statutory period has run at which time an evidentiary hearing/trial can be requested. 24 If neither party does anything the case will be placed on the inactive calendar and eventually dismissed for lack of prosecution.
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The Court cannot hold a trial on a petition for dissolution of marriage until a minimum of sixty days after the date of service of process. 26 The court can schedule a temporary orders hearing in the interim, 27 but may schedule it as long as thirty days into the future. 28 Notably, the court is not actually required to schedule a temporary orders hearing within this thirty-day period, but may elect instead to schedule a resolution management conference (RMC). 29 The
Court is not permitted to resolve disputed issues of fact at a RMC, absent agreement of the parties; but the court can, after a determination of the disputed issues, schedule an evidentiary hearing for as long as another thirty days out. 30 Unfortunately, if the court elects to hold a RMC before an evidentiary hearing victims of DV could be forced to wait sixty days or more before they can obtain temporary orders for custody, parenting time, and support. irreparable injury will result to the parent or child before the other party can be heard. 34 Even when the Court does grant an emergency temporary order for custody, a hearing must be held within ten days from the entry of the order. 35 The emergency temporary order then expires on the date and time set for hearing, 36 and at the conclusion of the hearing the court will determine what (if any) temporary orders are required pending trial.
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Essentially, a DV victim has three options when she must navigate the Family Court for custody and parenting time orders: 1) file only the underlying petition and wait the statutory period for a trial to occur (sixty days); 2) file for a temporary orders hearing which could take thirty to sixty days to occur; or, 3) file for an emergency ex-parte custody order, which is rarely granted. At first glance, this process may seem reasonable. Yet, for a victim of domestic violence attempting to flee her abuser and protect her children even thirty days can be a dangerously long time to wait. Absent an ability to secure an emergency order restricting a batterer's ability to have access to the children, a DV victim must adhere to the traditional procedural process in her pursuit for custody and support orders. constitute a form of re-victimization especially because victims of DV face an increased risk for violence when they are available to be abused. Among these particularly dangerous situations include court appearances regarding the children. 48 Essentially, the negotiation phase of family court proceedings concerning custody and access to the children provide batterers with additional opportunities to continue abusing.
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The possibility that a DV victim will endure some form of post-separation violence at the hands of her abuser while awaiting her day in court is high. 50 It is this possibility of harm coupled with the wait she must endure before appearing in court that may drive a victim back into the abusive relationship. 51 The judicial system needs to have an expeditious route for DV victims to utilize in a quest to safely flee their abuser and obtain appropriate custody, parenting time, and support orders. 52 Importantly, when government bodies fail to properly address DV 48 Brownridge, supra note 42, at 521 (citing empirical research documenting that court appearances and the orders that flow from these hearings regarding custody and parenting time may actually be creating high risk situations for victims). See also, Hardesty, supra note 42, at 603-606 (noting that the current legal framework may actually be providing a forum for separation assault by necessitating recurring contact between victims and their abusers during the litigation process for custody and parenting time 51 See Stoever, supra note 41, at 339-340. (Barriers to leaving include economic dependence, children, health related factors, familial and societal pressures, gender role expectations, and cultural or religious mandates or norms, social isolation, language barriers, immigration status, lack of resources and information, and a lack of immediate legal recourse. All of these barriers to leaving are also reasons for returning). 52 Abusers use a variety of tactics post-separation to epitomize their determination to exact control over their victims, including the use of parenting time schedules to track and control mother. Therefore, when domestic violence issues are present, appropriate custody and parenting time orders need to include provisions that ensure the victim and the children's safety. For example, in situations where parenting time is considered to be in the best interest of the children, neutral third parties can be appointed to facilitate the pick-up and drop-off exchanges to obviate the need for any contact between the victim and the abuser. such a failure may constitute negligence and a violation of the victim's due process rights.
53
This notion is derived from the recent characterization of domestic violence as a human rights concern. 54 Although public policy (in practice) avoids intrusion into family life, when basic and fundamental liberties are being violated justice principles should be applied to protect people from harm.
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B. Empowerment Flaws and Misconceptions About Domestic Violence
The current procedural system is structured in such a fashion that requires a DV victim to successfully complete several procedural steps before she can obtain custody and support orders.
She must file numerous documents with the court, all necessitating a reiteration of the violent events she has suffered and there is no guarantee at any stage of this process that she will be granted the relief she seeks. Unfortunately, this process not only presumes that a victim is aware of her various procedural options, but supposes that she knows how to keep herself and her children safe as she navigates through.
Allowing cases with domestic violence issues to be handled in the same procedural manner as other domestic relations cases perpetuates the traditional view that intimate partner violence is a private matter, placing the responsibility for ending the violence solely in the hands 53 of the victim. 56 At the same time, the current procedural process repeatedly places victims in harm's way as they are forced to attend mediations, conferences, hearings, and the like where they must constantly face their abuser. Moreover, in the midst of waiting for these hearings and conferences to occur the victim is virtually without any protection from her abuser.
57
Most often, the first question that is asked when people discuss domestic violence is "why doesn't she leave?" Unfortunately, this question has its foundation in quite a few misunderstandings. 58 The misconception of specific concern here is that the abuse is the only problem. Many survivors find themselves isolated from family and other support units commonly available to others, and often times a victim's financial situation is dire.
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Additionally, she will most likely have threats (either overt or covert) of retaliatory violence if she leaves, especially if she is pursuing custody and support orders from the court. 60 As 56 See generally, Aiken & Goldwasser, supra note 43 (arguing that current strategies to protect victims of domestic violence (empowerment approaches) place too much emphasis on victim-initiated remedies, which in turn have the paradoxical effect of perpetuating the traditional view of domestic violence as a private matter which actually frustrates a victim's ability to flee her abuser safely). 57 Assuming there is no valid order of protection or other protective orders for custody in place. 58 See Aiken & Goldwasser, supra note 43 (discussing false assumptions regarding the dynamics of domestic violence, many of which are rooted in faulty ideologies ill-designed to bring about the social change necessary to appropriately combat the issues surrounding domestic violence In fact, 85% of the women who were working in this study reported missing work because of the abuse they suffered, and 52% were fired or had to quit working as a result of the abuse).
Professor Stoever asserts, "[t]he question of leaving is easy to ask, but it is much harder to answer questions of where she will go, how she will survive, and how she will overcome the challenges and dangers of leaving." 61 If a DV victim is without a familial or other support system, is unemployed and dependent upon her abuser for support, and is operating under the very real threat of escalated violence should she leave, a thirty (possibly sixty) day wait to appear before a judge is a huge obstacle in her ability to leave and stay away. The current procedural framework does not empower a victim to leave; it actually frustrates her ability leave. situation is viewed this way it becomes readily apparent why the decision to stay in an abusive relationship may seem like the safer option versus pursuing a divorce or other custody proceeding. By placing the sole responsibility of navigating a complex judicial system on the victim's shoulders and by assuming that there are no other issues beyond physical abuse that are preventing the victim from leaving, the judicial system essentially engages in a form of revictimization.
Domestic violence victims need a specialized procedural route that is not only effective at meeting their time sensitive safety needs, but also in defeating the traditional thought that DV is not of public concern. If a victim raises allegations of domestic violence in her pursuit of family court orders the judiciary should release her from the responsibility of navigating the system alone. Instead, her case should proceed effortlessly through an expedited route designed to not only identify risk factors and provide safety, but also to afford specific relief to meet immediate and ongoing needs.
C. Orders of Protection and Their Limitations
A domestic violence victim can pursue an order of protection prior to obtaining emergency or other orders for custody and parenting time. Immediately (within a few hours usually) after a petition for an order of protection is filed, an ex-parte hearing is held before the Those who seek protection orders may be dependent on their abusive partner for basic and essential needs (childcare, food, shelter, medical, and dental insurance). 75 This further compounds the problem associated with a victim's inability to obtain financial relief through an order of protection as many of her immediate needs cannot be met. Faced with this challenge a victim may decide that pursuing an order of protection will prove futile, and instead focus her attention on progressing through the traditional route of filing for divorce (or for a paternity/custody proceeding). This puts the victim back into the procedural nightmare of having to potentially wait thirty (maybe even sixty) days before she can obtain the custody and support orders she needs to be safe and financially independent. 76 Moreover, provisions related to parenting time can be fashioned in such a way that the victim is released from any obligation to facilitate access between the children and the abuser.
The court can even suspend the abuser's parenting time, which obviates the victim's need to associate with the abuser at all. 77 Of course, child support orders can also be entered which provides the victim with the resources she needs to survive, even if only at a basic level. 78 These are all issues that the court is precluded from addressing in orders of protection. Therefore, it is imperative that the judicial system provide domestic violence victims a more efficient route in obtaining custody and support related orders.
III. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR A NEW PROCEDURAL PROCESS IN ARIZONA
A. Initial Screening Process at Time of Filing
Beyond initial screening regarding the nature of the matter (i.e., paternity, dissolution, annulment) nothing more occurs at the initial stages of filing that would allow for the segregation of high conflict cases requiring immediate attention. However, because of the dangerously high possibility that DV victims will suffer escalated and ongoing abuse once they make the decision preventing the victim from obtaining and maintaining employment, by interfering with her efforts to partake in selfimprovement and educational pursuits, by denying her the ability to have and spend her own money, by refusing to put her name on deeds and titles to property and other assets, and by preventing her from using assets she may already own. The result is financial dependence on the abuser, which can frustrate her ability to leave and/or stay away). 76 See ARIZ.REV.STAT.ANN. § 25-414 (2013) 77 However, it is important to note that while the question of whether to limit visitation rights of non-custodial parent is committed to the sound discretion of the trial court, this power is to be exercised with caution and a parent should be denied the right to visitation only under extraordinary circumstances. males who were separated or divorced had the greatest risk of nonfatal intimate partner violence while persons who were married or widowed reported the lowest risk of violence). 80 As noted earlier in this Article, once a victim is before the court for an evidentiary hearing, temporary orders for custody, parenting time, and child support can be entered. Moreover, orders regarding possession of the marital residence, medical insurance coverage, division of personal property, and allocation of debt can also be entered on a temporary basis. All of these issues are relevant to a domestic victim's ability to safely flee her abuser, and to ultimately stay away. 81 When the clerk processes the initial filed documents, and when petitioner has indicated that there are issues of DV present, the clerk can flag the matter as potentially qualifying for the expedited procedural route. When this occurs, advocates and court personnel designated to handle these types of matters (potentially located within the Conciliation Services Division of the court)
would be notified and the file referred to them for processing.
B. Presumption of Domestic Violence -A New Procedural Process
Currently, the Conciliation Services Division (CSD) of the Superior Court in Arizona provides numerous services to parties involved in domestic relations matters. 83 Because of the nature of CSD's involvement with families experiencing divorce and custody litigation, they already assist the court and parties with issues concerning domestic violence. At present, however, CSD does not generally become involved until the court refers the parties for mediation, 84 or the court requests that a parenting conference occur.
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When cases involve issues of domestic violence CSD is the preferable division to screen and make recommendations for eligibility for the expedited procedural route. 86 Immediately 83 See Conciliation Services, THE JUDICIAL BRANCH OF ARIZONA MARICOPA COUNTY, http://www.superiorcourt.maricopa.gov/superiorcourt/familycourt/services/conciliationservices/index.asp (last visited November 10, 2013) (Services offered by Conciliation Services include: conciliation counseling for parties contemplating divorce; mediation of legal decision making and parenting time plans for families of divorce, postdivorce or in paternity actions; evaluation services to the court when parents are unable to agree upon a parenting plan; providing information to parents concerning what their children may be experiencing during the dissolution or custody litigation process; and high conflict resolution classes designed specifically for high conflict parents). 84 ARIZ.R.FAM.L.P. 67 85 The purpose of a non-confidential Parenting Conference is to assist the Court in determining the best interests of the children by providing information and recommendations with respect to the children's residential arrangements, the amount of time they spend with each parent, and how the parents might assume decision-making responsibility for their children. See, Evaluation Services (Parenting Conference), THE JUDICIAL BRANCH OF ARIZONA MARICOPA COUNTY, http://www.superiorcourt.maricopa.gov/SuperiorCourt/FamilyCourt/Services / ConciliationServices/ParentingConference.asp. (last visited November 13, 2013). The court may refer cases to conciliation services for assessment or evaluation regarding child custody or parenting time when the court believes it would be in the children's best interests. Conciliation services will conduct its assessment/evaluation according to standard practices regarding the best interest of the children and may conduct such interviews and review such materials, as it deems appropriate. ARIZ.R.FAM.L.P. 68. 86 The mediators employed by CSD are already educated and trained to work with the many issues that present in family court. For example, most mediators working in the CSD in Arizona are trained and required to perform duties such as: family and home studies, individual and conjoint marriage counseling, individual and family conferences, upon referral from the clerk, CSD staff could review the file and screen for domestic violence issues and admissibility into the expedited routing process. 87 The screening should initially occur through an immediate in-person consultation or telephonic contact with the victim.
Domestic violence advocates should assist with the evaluation process, and then become permanently assigned to the case if it has been determined that DV issues are indeed present.
At this stage in the process it is the interviewer's responsibility to assess the allegations made by the petitioner and to determine whether the matter should proceed to an expedited temporary orders hearing. A screening process can only be beneficial, however, when the tools used in the screening process are empirically sound. Therefore, adequate training and appropriate screening tools need to be provided to all professionals involved to avoid errors.
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Once the interviewer has determined that DV issues are present and that the matter is appropriate to proceed along the expedited procedural route, immediate referral to the assigned judge to schedule a hearing should occur. 90 At this time, the DV victim should be counseled on how to achieve service on the respondent for the order to appear. The advocate assigned to her case can help facilitate this through the sheriff's office or other avenues. This way, instead of having to wait up to sixty days in some situations for a hearing to obtain custody and support orders, a survivor can appear in court in a matter of a few days after filing and the opposing party's due process rights will be preserved. For a domestic violence victim that that was unable (physically, financially, emotionally, or judicially) to secure protective orders in other ways, this expedited process will not only help ensure her safety but will also enable her to leave her abuser.
Abuse victims overwhelmingly turn to family court, at least at first, to help keep their children safe. However, they often fear that advocating for their or their children's wellbeing Accordingly, it is essential that family courts undertake the responsibility for conducting indepth screening evaluations of every case that gives rise to the inference of DV issues so that efforts to protect victims and their children can occur and be successful.
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C. Safety Planning
Domestic violence has its foundation in a planned pattern of abusive control. 94 In an effort to maintain this control abusers frequently threaten to injure or kill their victims if they proceed with custody and child support litigation, threaten to financially drain their victims, fight for control of the children, and sometimes even abduct the children. 95 Victims of domestic violence oftentimes navigate the family court system in a constant state of justifiable fear. 96 It is this ongoing abuse during and after the physical separation from the abuser that necessitates child and adult safety planning at the onset of a family court matter, and continuing over time.
Efforts to expedite the procedural process become futile if a victim leaves the courthouse without financial resources or a safety plan, and nowhere to go. Essentially, a safety plan is a the residence). ARIZ.R.PROT.O.P. 8(A). If the Court issues an ex-parte emergency order regarding custody or parenting time, a hearing must be held within ten days from the issuance of the Order. ARIZ.R.FAM.L.P. 48(B). 91 See Zeoli, et al., supra note 52, at 556. (Women in this study reported that fathers made use of opportunities presented to them by child custody and parenting time arrangements to further abuse them and their children. These women reported not being able to persuade the court to alter custody and parenting time arrangements in a way they believed would protect their children from harm and some women found it difficult to gain safety for their children as a result of court decisions). 92 Id. at 557. 93 Notably, the promotion of strong families and strong family values has been declared as public policy of ( This study found that safety-plan strategies were effective for more than half of the women in keeping themselves and their children safe. Moreover, the two strategies most likely to ensure safety were contacting a domestic violence victim service program and actually staying at a domestic violence shelter. This finding is attributed to the fact that these same women were found to be more likely to create escape plans). (citing various empirical studies documenting that battered women who receive the support of advocates report experiencing a higher level of satisfaction in their ability to attain needed resources. Moreover, victims in these studies reported lower incidents of abuse by their former partner, and they reported higher levels of quality life than those women who did not receive intervention services from an advocate). 101 Without safety planning that can address a victim's immediate needs concerning physical safety, and her ongoing needs such as financial resources, housing, emotional support, medical care, social, religious, and community ties, the victim may leave the courthouse facing even greater danger than before she arrived. See Stoever, supra note 41, at 349. Even were serious problems are evident many victims report continuing in the relationship (or retuning to the relationship) for a complex interplay of reasons, but the ability to gain access to support services and the capacity of these services to adequately screen and refer women to appropriate supports are often key to them
Advocates in this capacity should identify immediate, short, and potentially long-term needs of the victim in order to locate resources not only maintain her and her children's safety but also their health and wellbeing. 102 An advocate's efforts this way, however, must be able to take into account the individuality of each woman's experience so that the tactics employed actually result in increased safety.
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Many domestic violence victims struggle financially, whether due to an inability to secure employment or because maintaining employment after separation becomes difficult. After Separation Model (ICAS)) incorporating pre-separation risk factors for post-separation conflict and violence, maternal and child health outcomes of post-separation relationship quality, and a set of potentially moderating and mediating variables. The Model seeks to inform the development of screening tools for courts and health care professionals and could be used here to assist advocates in developing both a short and long-term safety plan for victims). 103 See Goodkind, et al., supra note 95, at 527 (finding that some strategies may reduce violence for some women, while increasing it for others). 104 See Adams, et al., supra note 72, at 568 (Finding that economic abuse, comprised of a variety of tactics employed by an abuser to interfere with a victim's ability to acquire resources, gain employment, and maintain employment, not only fosters economic dependence on an abuser but also threatens the victim's long and short-term economic health. For women with limited economic resources, specifically low-income women, leaving an abusive relationship means having to face a very uncertain economic condition and women who do leave experience a significant decrease in their standard of living, resulting in poverty and even homelessness). See also, Davies, et al., supra note 38, at 29 (noting that women commonly experience a deterioration in their economic situation after leaving an abusive relationship; this phenomenon has direct consequences for a woman's ability to leave her partner). 105 There are many other tasks involved in this process, such as assisting the victim in navigating the welfare system, locating services for day care, enrolling in educational programs, assisting with the location of services for drug or alcohol dependency issues, and assisting with any medical or psychological issues. See, Sarah M. Buel, Fifty difficulties victims sometimes experience is the unfortunate reality that DV is prevalent among homeless women. 106 Thus, the lack of appropriate housing may be a huge barrier in a victim's ability to leave her abuser, and may be a factor in her decision to return. Locating appropriate housing arrangements is also a critical part of safety planning.
Research suggests that when DV screening occurs and appropriate assistance is offered, victims are eager to take advantage of available services and become motivated to succeed in their efforts to permanently escape the violence. 107 Consequently, it is imperative that judicial efforts to assist survivors in ascertaining safety for themselves and their children encompass not only access to immediate custody and support orders, but also to the wide array of services and other resources that most of these victims desperately need. 108 Without safety planning to , and biases of the family court system (including the preference to not focus on the past, to find fault or assign blame, interfere with parents' civil liberties, make restrictive court orders, or to exclude one parent from the child's life), may not be well suited to serve the needs of families experiencing domestic violence issues). 112 See, Meier, supra note 105 (discussing the analytic misconceptions behind the court's resistance to domestic violence victims' claims in cases involving children with reference to, and specific discussion of, the author's personal experiences as a domestic violence victim legal advocate). There is significant pressure on all parents to be "friendly" during separation for the sake of the children, and settlement is promoted in light of the high volume of cases pending in family court. Within this context it is often difficult to raise allegations of domestic violence, for the victim fears she will be seen by the court as alienating and hostile. When a victim is seen by the court in this light, she is perceived as unable to promote a good relationship with the other parent, which may result in her losing custody rather than being offered protection and safety. The experience of domestic violence and how it shapes the parenting of either the abusive parent or the abused parent was not discussed, and how domestic violence issues impact the children involved was seldom addressed and if it was, conclusory statements were made suggesting the violence had no impact on the children. Reports generated from these faulty evaluations are relied upon by the courts when they construct parenting plans; this can lead to inherently dangerous and safety-blind orders for custody and parenting time).
and its effects on children. 123 In fact, it has been suggested that the least common area of understanding with respect to DV issues (especially with judges and evaluators) is knowledge regarding post-separation violence, screening for domestic violence, and assessing the level of dangerousness involved. 124 Therefore, additional and more extensive training and education needs to be provided to judges regarding DV issues.
Currently, judges in Arizona are required to complete a minimum of sixteen hours of judicial education each calendar year, which includes ethics training and attendance at an annual judicial conference. 125 Judicial branch employees have similar continuing education requirements. 126 In contrast, the Service Standards and Guidelines for Domestic Violence
Programs in Arizona recommends that all domestic violence shelters and other organizations that provide direct services to domestic violence victims require their staff and volunteers to complete a minimum of a 40-hour training program. 127 Similar requirements should be put into place for all judges and court staff that are assigned to handle cases involving domestic violence.
In addition to the baseline requirement for an in-depth training session, however, continuing legal education requirements should be imposed specifically on the subject of DV (in addition to the current requirements for continuing legal education). 128 Judges and court staff have wide discretion on the types of seminars and training events they attend. Absent a requirement for completion of legal education specifically focused on DV issues, there is significant risk that it will continue to be minimized, misunderstood, overlooked, and/or misapplied in the family court litigation setting. If the goal is to protect victims by affording them a safer alternative to the current procedural route, we must be cautious not to undermine our efforts by failing to ensure proper training to the very individuals responsible for implementing the new process.
IV. ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS
Application of a new procedural route in family court for DV victims will require, at a minimum, additional training for court staff and advocates. The quantification of these particular needs and costs is beyond the scope of this article. However, any potential expense associated with the development and maintenance of this process would be minor in comparison to the expenditures that are currently thrust onto the public because of the direct and indirect costs associated with domestic violence.
The many costs associated with DV are assumed not only by the individual victims, but also by communities, businesses, governments (local and national), and society overall. Indeed, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) estimated that domestic violence cost the United States economy more than $5.8 billion in 2003. 129 Nonmonetary costs of domestic violence have an economic impact on society as well. These costs include the negative health consequences of DV and the long-term effects they have on victims. 130 Domestic violence causes both short and long-term physical, mental, and emotional health problems. 131 DV also has negative health effects for children; research indicates that children of abused women suffer from a higher rate disease, lower rates of immunization, and higher rate of death before the age of five years. 132 Moreover, disturbances in the home life that are caused by domestic violence can have adverse consequences for a child's social, emotional, behavioral, cognitive and overall general development and functioning. 133 Notably, while the data cited above suggests the expense associated with domestic violence to be quite substantial, these figures may not represent the true economic impact of DV. In fact, it has been suggested that studies enumerating the effects of family violence habitually underestimate the real cost. 134 Whatever the true cost of domestic violence, there is evidence that programs targeted at preventing DV can be economically efficient. For example, one Arizona study calculated that each dollar invested in services for assisting DV victims returned between $6.80 and $18.40 in value. 135 This suggests that financial benefit could be realized through other preventive action as well, such as the implementation of an expedited procedural and safety planning process for DV victims in family court. If no action is undertaken, the current cost associated with domestic violence will continue to accumulate.
There is also a real possibility of added expense associated with the prosecution of a criminal action should the abuser launch a physical attack on the victim while she awaits her day in court. 136 Employment of an expedited procedural and safety planning process for domestic violence survivors has the dual ability of minimizing the occurrence of separation assault when a victim flees her abuser and curtailing the cost associated with its prosecution.
Conclusion: Promoting Strong Families, Preventing Family Violence, and Protecting Victims of Domestic Violence
A man murders his wife or girlfriend every four days in the State of Arizona. 137 Moreover, studies have reported that between 11-39% of victims who leave their abusive partners experienced some sort of physical violence in the one to two year follow up period, and 85% of these women reported multiple incidents. 138 Unfortunately, post-separation violence appears to peak within the first few months after separation. 139 Offenders commonly use children as a means to continue abusing the victim, and tragically, in some cases post-separation contact with the abuser ends in the homicide of the victim and/or her children. 140 DV survivors and their children are often at risk for serious harm if their attempts to obtain appropriate family court orders are frustrated through a procedural system unequipped to handle their safety and other issues.
Unfortunately, Arizona's current system is ill-designed to deal with family court cases involving significant risk of danger, including the threat of lethal harm. 141 These cases need to proceed through a specialized and expedited procedural route where domestic violence issues are given priority, and specialized care is given to the safety of the victim and her children during the fact-finding process. Properly trained and educated court staff and domestic violence advocates should be utilized to conduct an in-depth screening process to differentiate cases with DV issues (and a need to progress along an expedited procedural route) from those that do not. Further, this team of professionals and advocates could work together in developing intervention and safety planning for victims and their children to ensure their wellbeing during the pendency of the family court proceedings. A potential thirty to sixty day wait to appear before a judge and receive orders pertaining to custody, parenting time, and child support is far too long for a domestic violence victim attempting to flee her abuser. Unfortunately, the statistics almost guarantee that she (and/or her children) will suffer some sort of abuse or harassment once she does leave. Nevertheless, this risk for escalated or continued violence can be mitigated when 140 9% of the murders that occurred in 2002 were murders of a spouse. Durose, et al., supra note 2, at 1. See Brownridge, supra note 42, at 519 ("separated women are at the highest risk of intimate femicide"). 141 Arizona does not currently have a system for routinely identifying victims of domestic violence during the divorce/custody litigation process. As outlined in this Article, screening for domestic violence issues only occurs once a case is referred for mediation or for a custody assessment, which generally occurs late into the process. For the many reasons cited in this Article, victims may not volunteer information about the abuse they have experienced, or if they do, their cries for help are delayed and frustrated by the current procedural process. Options for legal assistance and protection (and exemption from court programs like mediation) are accessible only after victims have been identified. This occurs through self-identification as a victim, or through identification by a professional who is screening for domestic violence issues. Thus, the screening process must occur quickly, accurately, and professionally if victims of domestic violence are to be protected and successfully enabled to flee their abuser. 
